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Examiner 

M. Huseman 



Applicant(s) 

WITTKOTTER, ERLAf^ 



Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH (S) FROM 

. If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will exp ire &UMb ^ " y S M C § 133) 

earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 16 September 2002 . 
2a)B This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters prosecutor , as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935C.D. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) E] Claim(s) 1 and 3-18 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) |3 r.iaim^ 1 and 3-18 is/are rejected, 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

1 1) Q The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S .C. §§ 1 1 9 and 1 20 

13) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)DAII b)D Some*c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.Q Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3 □ Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121 . 

Attach ment(s) 

1) M Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ ^f"™^^ 1 ^^^- ' 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson'3 Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent App.icafon (PTO-152) 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement^) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) . 6) U Other: 
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Application/Control Number: 09/202,336 
Art Unit: 3621 

DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 9/16/02 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Upon further consideration of Applicant's claim language; i.e., "...and a 
readability or usability of the produced document is dependent on an online, or at least 
one temporary online, contact..." (emphasis added), Blatter et al teach that the 
programs can be received from the internet, column 3, lines 42 - 49. The Examiner's 
interpretation is that retrieving the programs themselves via the internet reads on the 
limitation "...a readability or usability of the produced document is dependent on an 
online, or at least one temporary on.ine, contact..."; i.e., it is necessary to receive the 
programs (documents) in order to read or use them. Therefore, the art rejection of the 

previous office action stands. 

Applicant, please note, that the term "online" is not given to hold special meaning 
regarding the internet; i.e., two computers can be considered to be online with one 
another without being connected through the internet (e.g., LAN). Also, please note, 
that references disclosing receiving the decryption keys, necessary to decrypt encrypted 
programs, via the internet are cited in the US Form 892, attached herewith. ' 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1 ), (2), and (4) ot section , , 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting 
directly or indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. 
Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior 
to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 
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3. Claims 1, 3, 4, 6 - 11 and 13 - 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Blatter et al '873. 

Regarding all of the above claims: 

Blatter et al teach a data storage and decoding means, figure 1 , such that 
Applicant's local computer system reads on element 25 and column 3, lines 44 - 49, 
Applicant's external data source reads on element 130, Applicant's local data storage 
means reads on elements 95, 90 and 1 05 and column 4, lines 61 - 64, Applicant's 
linking means reads on elements 1 15 and 1 10 and 70, Applicants 1 protection data reads 
on the encryption keys of smart card, element 130, Applicant's storing in a non- 
reconstructed form reads on the PIDs and column 4, lines 41 - 55 and Applicants' non- 
linearity of the data storage means reads on column 14, lines 41 - 49. 

Regarding particularly claims 3 and 10: 

Applicant's operational instructions read on column 5, lines 19-26. 
Regarding claim 4: 

Applicant's storage means reads on column 6, lines 34 - 43. 
Regarding claims 6 and 17: 

The language of Applicant's claim 6 reads on the smart card, element 130 and 
an inherent smart card reader (interface). 
Regarding claims 7 and 13: 

Applicant's identification and billing data read on Blatter et al's entitlement data of 
smart card, element 130. 
Regarding claim 8: 

Applicant's control module reads on element 125. 
Regarding claim 9: 

Applicant's step of ensuring reads on the encryption of the programs disclosed in 

Blatter et al. 

Regarding claims 14 and 15: 

Applicant's step of encoding reads on the keys of element 130, Applicant's step 
of transmitting reads on an inherent smart card reader/interface and Applicant's- step of 
decoding reads on elements 115 and 33. 
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Regarding claim 16: 

Applicant's plurality of document units reads on Blatter et al's plurality of video 

programs. 

Regarding claim 18: 

Applicant's data reads on column 3, lines 43 - 49 and column 9, lines 59 - 62. 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth iKSon 102 of this title, rfthe differences between the subiert matter sought to be patented and 
the n torart are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
^SXZSSHefSon having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter patterns. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 5 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Blatter et al '873. 

Blatter et al teach that their program (encrypted) contains gaps wherein CPSI 
(Condensed program specific information), used for mapping data, can be placed, 
columns 13 and 14, lines 34 - 42 and lines 7 - 20, respectively. This information is 
used in conjunction with the smart card to de-map the data stored in the storage 
devices. Therefore, it is considered that it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to receive this information to fill the gaps via a 
smart card (as this claim is interpreted as performing by the Examiner) rather than by 
the system, element 25, of Blatter et al., e.g., if the smart card is a "store owned" smart 
card and all of the data of the videos (programs) received is certain to be arranged the 
same way. 

Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Spies et al, Yasukawa et al, Mages et al '825, Oshima et al each 
teach transmitting a decryption key, via the internet, from a provider (external data 
source). 
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7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to M. Huseman whose telephone number is 703-605-4277. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 6:30 AM - 3:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James Trammell can be reached on 703-305-9768. The fax phone 
numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703- 
305-7687 for regular communications and 703-305-7687 for After Final 
communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308- 
1113. 
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